LORD OXFORD WAS SHAKESPEARE
He goes on to say that these eclipses "must be the
nearly total eclipse of the sun on October 2, 1605,
and the partial eclipse of the moon on September
27, 1605." This is impossible for two reasons:
1.  These eclipses were not visible in England.
2.  There is some mistake, because eclipses of
sun and moon must be separated by not less than
fourteen days.
Holland shows that during the reigns of Eliza-
beth and James there was only one total eclipse
of the sun visible in England. This was in 1598;
and it was preceded a fortnight earlier by a nearly
total eclipse of the moon. King Lear, therefore,
may safely be dated in, or shortly after, 1598; a
date supported by references to the trial of
Friswood Williams at "Hackney" (where Oxford
was then living) in 1598 (Holland).
Macbeth. Says Chambers: "The text is un-
satisfactory . . . probably there has also been
some interpolation.55 William Kempe (1600)
mentions a "miserable stolen story of Macdoel, or
Macdobethj or Mac-somewhat." Holland shows
that the doctrine of "equivocation," referred to
by the Porter, was prominent at the trials of
Francis Southwell (1595) and Edward Squire
(1598). Macbeth may therefore safely be dated
between 1595 and 1600.
Antony and Cleopatra.    Says Chambers:  "There
is reason for putting Antony and Cleopatra earlier
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